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ment appearing on the label did not carry the information that phenacetin is -
a derivative of acetanilid. Misbranding was alleged for the further reason
that the following statements appearing in the labeling, regarding the curative
and therapeutic effects of the article, were false and fraudulent: (25-cent
carton and tin container) “ Recommended for the relief of * * * Grippe”;
(circular) “ Recommended for the relief of * * * GQGrippe. * * * For
* * % QGrippe”; (10-cent carton and tin container) “ Recommended for the
relief of * * * QGrippe.”

On March 20, 1933, no claimant having appeared for the property, judgment
of condemnation and forfeiture was entered, and it was ordered by the court
that the product be destroyed by the United States marshal.

R. G. TuecweLL, Acting Secretary of Agriculture,

| 20599. Misbranding of Q. W. sulphur compound solution U.S. v. Henry
Vibert (Q-W La.bora.tories) Plea of guilty. Fine, $50. (F. & D
no. 28076. Dom. no. 34037.)

Examination of the Q. W. sulphur compound solution on Whlch this action
was based disclosed that the article contained no ingredient or combination
of ingredients capable of producing certain curative and therapeutic’ effects
claimed in the labeling.

On April 7, 1933, the United States attorney for the District of New Jersey,
acting upon a report by the Secretary of Agriculture, filed in the District Court
of the United States for the district aforesaid an information against Henry
Vibert, trading as the Q-W Laboratories, Bound Brook, N.J., alleging shipment
by said defendant in violation of the Food and Drugs Act, as amended, on or
about January 12, 1931, from the State of New Jersey into the State of New
York, of a quantity of Q. W. sulphur compound solution that was misbranded.

Analysis of a sample of the article by this Department showed that it con-
sisted essentially of sodium polysulphide, sodium thiosulphate, and water.

It was alleged in the information that the article was misbranded in that
certain statements, designs, and devices regarding its therapeutic and curative
effects, appearing on the labels of the bottles containing the article, falsely
and fraudulently represented that it was effective as an aid in the treatment
of fester sores, raw spots, ringworms, and similar surface skin irritations and
wounds; effective as an aid in the treatment of certain forms of eczema due
to impure blood and similar disorders in dogs, and to help purify blood and
sweeten stomachs of dogs; effective as an aid in the treatment of certain
forms of ulcers, fester sores, mouth cankers, sore gums, eruptions, sore feet
in humans and other animals; and effective as an aid m the treatment of sores,
tears, bites, and scratches of dogs

The interstate shipment of the product also involved a violation of the
Insecticide Act of 1910 (I. & F. no. 1574, N. J. no. 1270), both violations being
covered by one information. On May 3, 1933, a plea of guilty to the informa-
tion was entered on behalf of the defendant company, and the court imposed
a fine of $50 as penalty for violation of both acts.

R. G. TuewWELL, Acting Secretary of Agriculture.

20600, Misbranding of C. L. Sheppard’s Magic liniment. TU.S, v. Clark Locy
Sheppard (C. L. Sheppard Sanatorium & Remedy Co.). Plea of
?_’120214(23 ;:ontendere. Fine, $50 and costs. (F. & D. no. 29359. LS. no.

Examination of the drug preparation, C. L. Sheppard’s Magic liniment, dis-
closed that the article contained no ingredient or combination of ingredients
capable of producing certain curative and therapeutic effects claimed on the
bottle and carton labels and in a circular shipped with it.

On January 23, 1933, the United States attorney for the Northern Distriet of
Ohio, acting upon a report by the Secretary of Agriculture, filed in the District
Court of the United States for the district aforesaid an information against
Clark Locy Sheppard, trading as C. L. Sheppard Sanatorium & Remedy Co.,
Findlay, Ohio, alleging shipment by said defendant in violation of the Food
and Drugs Act as amended, on or about November 27, 1931, from the State of
Ohio into the State of Indmna of a quantity of the sald C. L. Sheppard’s
Magic liniment that was m1sbranded

Analysis of a sample of the article by this Department showed that it con-
sisted essentially of a light petroleum oil containing a small proportion of
turpentine oil.




